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March 1, 1992 


VIA TELECOPY (213) 662-6419 


Laurie J. Bartilson, Esq. 

Bowles & Moxon 

6255 Sunset Boulevard 

Suite 2000 

Hollywood, CA 90028 

Re: RTC. et. al. v. Yannv. et. al. 

Case No. BC 003 005 

Dear Ms. Bartilson: 

I refer to your letter dated February 28, 1992 and would be 
grateful if you would stop making misrepresentations of fact. 

On Friday morning, February 28, 1992, you told Judge Thomas A. 
Johnson (in Yanny II) that the Armstrong settlement agreement (in 
Armstrong I) was under court seal in Marin County in Armstrong II. 
Subsequently I learned that this was not true. 

Then, on Friday evening February 28, 1992, you write to me 

saying I "demanded" you shorten time, etc. This is another blatant 
misrepresentation. 

You surely recall we telephoned you at least twice late Friday 
afternoon regarding our ex parte application. You requested that 
the ex parte application be delayed. At that time we suggested 
that the ex parte would be unnecessary if you stipulated to either 
shorten time or continue the preliminary injunction hearing so that 
we could intervene by regular noticed motion and still be heard on 
the issuance of the preliminary injunction. It was then that you 
simply shrieked that you would "have someone there" and slammed the 
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telephone receiver in my ear. I resent you trying to lay an untrue 
paper trail that wrongly says I "demanded" this and "stated" that. 
Furthermore, we did offer to change the date for your convenience 
as indicated above. 

Whether our Motion to Intervene is "specious" will be 
determined by the court, not by you. However, if you continue to 
seek sanctions every single time we do something which you 
interpret as being adverse to Scientology, you run the risk that 
your sanctions requests will not be taken seriously. In that 
regard we remind you that a C.C.P. Section 128.5 request is itself 
subject to possible sanctions. 

Furthermore, if you hadn't flown into a rage shrieking that we 
were going to destroy your position in the Armstrong II case before 
saying you would "have someone there" and slamming the telephone 
down in my ear, I would have told you that our ex parte application 
would be submitted to Hon. Michael B. Duff icy in Department four of 
Marin County Superior Court. 


Very truly yours, 



GRAHAM E. BERRY of / 

LEWIS, D' AMATO BRISBOts AND BISGAARD 


<r 


GEB:emp 


cc: Andrew Wilson, Esq. 


Ford Green, Esq. 
Joseph Yanny, Esq. 




